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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-22 are currently presented and have been examined. 
Response to Arguments 

The Applicant's arguments regarding the rejections under 35 
USC, 2 nd paragraph and the written description rejections under 
35 USC 112, 1 st paragraph have been considered and are 
persuasive. The rejections have been withdrawn. 

However, the Applicant's arguments regarding the enablement 
rejections under 35 USC 112, 1 st paragraph are not persuasive. 
Contrary to the arguments of the Applicant, it is unconventional 
for a web browser to send an applet to any other destination. 
Typically, an applet is received by a browser from a source 
since the applet cannot run independently and it requires the 
browser so that it operates within a container such as a plug-in 
within the browser. The specification fails to adequately 
describe how a web browser is able to send an applet to a 
destination such as by what medium or any other means or methods 
so that one of ordinary skill would be able to have a web 
browser send an applet elsewhere as claimed by the Applicant 
without undue experimentation. Therefore, the 35 USC 112, 1 st 
paragraph rejections are maintained. 

Also, the Applicant's arguments regarding the Applicant's 
admitted prior art are also not persuasive. As shown by the 
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Examiner previously, "push" operations as described by the 
Applicant were known. The Applicant's description of the 
operations of a "push" would have led one to believe that the 
Applicant was well aware of what a "push" is and that this was 
common knowledge to those skilled in the art. Therefore, the 
Examiner maintains that the description of what a "push" does as 
recited in the claims is well known and used by those skilled in 
the art and the Applicant admitted that "push" operations are 
known. Indeed, the Applicant states in the instant response that 
"In the present Application, Applicant only intended to state 
that push expedients in general are known and nothing more." 
Therefore, "push" operations including the steps to accomplish 
such a "push" operation is considered to be admitted prior art. 
The Applicant argues that "However, Examiner must show where 
such admissions are clearly set forth. As shown previously, 
these admissions are disclosed on page 6, lines 14-21 and page 
29, lines 16-17 of the specification. 

Therefore, the claims are not in condition for allowance. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a guotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
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use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. 
The claim (s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The claims recite "sending the applet to an application at 
the file transfer gateway" which is not described within the 
specification to enable one skilled in the art to be able to 
make and/or use a method or system to be able to accomplish this 
limitation. Therefore, the claims fail to comply with the 
enablement requirement. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 

Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 
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establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

Claims 1-2, 4-12, and 14-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0033517 Al to Rutherglen et al in view of 
Applicant's admitted prior art ("AAPA") . 

Regarding claim 1, Rutherglen disclosed a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server (referred to throughout 
the reference as a "database server") past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

accessing a web site ("application server"; paragraph 0032) 
behind the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
applet, and the web site associated with the server; receiving 
the web page and the applet from the web site; (paragraph 0031) 

sending the applet to an application at a file transfer 
gateway ("database proxy object"); and transferring the file 
between the file transfer gateway and the server through the 
firewall, wherein the file is pushed from the server through the 
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firewall to the file transfer gateway, (paragraphs 0020, 0030, 
0038, and 0040) 

Rutherglen does not expressly disclose wherein the pushing 
of the file is accomplished by a target by a target registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel and by a server 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel, however, the Applicant admitted that "The 
invention also is applicable for a "push" operation in which a 
file download is pushed from a server to a target. From the 
target's perspective, one embodiment of this aspect of the 
invention is a method that includes the steps of registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel. From the server's 
perspective, another embodiment is a method that includes 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel." (page 6, lines 14-21 of the specification). 



Application/Control Number: 10/688,066 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2143 

The Applicant also admitted that "FIG. 9 shows details of a 
server-initiated download, known as a "push" operation, 
utilizing a file transfer technique according to one embodiment 
of the invention." (page 29, lines 16-17 of the specification) 

Therefore, since the Applicant has admitted that the use of 
a "push" operation was known, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the known method of pushing a file through a firewall 
from a computer node such as a server to a computer node such as 
a target like a file transfer gateway in order to transfer a 
file through a firewall in the manner has disclosed in 
Rutherglen. It would have been obvious since such a "push" 
operation was known in the prior art as demonstrated by the 
"Gnutella Protocol Specification" reference cited in this Office 
Action (see page 5, specifically the section "Push (0x40) ""and 
page 8, specifically the section "Firewalled Servents", 
particularly regarding "pushing" a file) . Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to achieve the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 2, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses herein the web site is at a 
collaboration manager separate from the server, (paragraphs 
0031, specifically "In the example shown, the... system may 
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include an application server 60 and a database server 62." (see 
also Figure 1) and paragraph 0105, specifically "In another 
scenario, the database server and the application server are on 
separate physical machines...") 

Regarding claim 4, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein accessing the web site and 
receiving the web page and the applet are performed using a web 
browser, (paragraph 0030) 

Regarding claim 5, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 4. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the web browser and the file 
transfer gateway are implemented on a client, (paragraphs 0030 
and 0038) 

Regarding claim 6, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the application at the file 
transfer gateway is a file transfer service implemented on a 
client or edgebox. (paragraph 0038) 

Regarding claim 7, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 6. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein transferring the file between 
the file transfer gateway and the server is performed over a 
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virtual channel between the file transfer service at the file 
transfer gateway and a file transfer adapter at the server, 
(paragraphs 0038 and 0040) 

Regarding claim 8, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the file is transferred in 
chunks, (paragraphs 0036 and 0037) 

Regarding claim 9, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 8. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the chunks are transferred 
using a basic hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs 0036 
and 0037) 

Regarding claim 10, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen discloses further comprising the step of 
encrypting, decrypting, or performing some other operation on 
the file before or after transferring the file, (paragraphs 
0020, 0030, 0038, and 0040; see also Figures 3A and 3B) 

Regarding claim 11, Rutherglen disclosed a method of 
transferring a file to or from a server past a firewall, 
comprising the steps of: 

authenticating access by a requestor to a web site behind 
the firewall, the web site having a web page including an 
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applet, and the web site associated with the server; sending the 
web page and the applet to the requestor; receiving a request 
from the requestor to transfer the file to or from the 
requestor; transferring the file between the file transfer 
gateway and the server through the firewall, wherein the file is 
pushed from the server through the firewall to the file transfer 
gateway, (paragraphs 0008, 0020, 0030, 0031, 0038, and 0040) 

Rutherglen does not expressly disclose wherein the pushing 
of the file is accomplished by a target by a target registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel and by a server 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel, however, the Applicant admitted that "The 
invention also is applicable for a "push" operation in which a 
file download is pushed from a server to a target. From the 
target's perspective, one embodiment of this aspect of the 
invention is a method that includes the steps of registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel. From the server's 
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perspective, another embodiment is a method that includes 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel." (page 6, lines 14-21 of the specification). 
The Applicant also admitted that "FIG. 9 shows details of a 
server-initiated download, known as a "push" operation, 
utilizing a file transfer technique according to one embodiment 
of the invention." (page 29, lines 16-17 of the specification) 

Claim 11 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
obviousness of claim 1 also apply to claim 11. 

Regarding claim 12, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 11. 

Rutherglen discloses wherein the requestor is a browser or 
edgebox. (paragraph 0030) 

Claims 14-18 are also rejected since these claims recite 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 2 and 7- 
10 respectively. 

Regarding claim 19, Rutherglen disclosed a method of 
downloading a file from a server past a firewall, comprising the 
steps of: 

registering with the server behind the firewall; polling 
the server for files to be downloaded; and downloading the file 
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from the server through the firewall over a virtual channel; 
wherein the file is transferred in chunks using a basic 
hypertext transport mechanism, (paragraphs 0036-0038, 0040, and 
0082) 

Rutherglen does not expressly disclose wherein the pushing 
of the file is accomplished by a target by a target registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel and by a server 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel, however, the Applicant admitted that "The 
invention also is applicable for a "push" operation in which a 
file download is pushed from a server to a target. From the 
target's perspective, one embodiment of this aspect of the 
invention is a method that includes the steps of registering 
with the server behind the firewall, polling the server for 
files to be downloaded, and downloading the file from the server 
through the firewall over a virtual channel. From the server's 
perspective, another embodiment is a method that includes 
receiving a registration at the server behind the firewall, 
receiving polling of the server for files to be downloaded, and 
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downloading the file from the server through the firewall over a 
virtual channel." (page 6, lines 14-21 of the specification). 
The Applicant also admitted that "FIG. 9 shows details of a 
server-initiated download, known as a "push" operation, 
utilizing a file transfer technique according to one embodiment 
of the invention." (page 29, lines 16-17 of the specification) 

Claim 19 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
obviousness of claim 1 also apply to claim 19. 

Claim 20 is also rejected since claim 20 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 10. 

Claims 21 and 22 are also rejected since claims 21 and 22 
recite substantially the same limitations as recited in claims 
19 and 10 respectively. 

Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rutherglen and AAPA in view of "Java 
Applet Signing Guide" to Wilson. 

Regarding claim 3, Rutherglen and AAPA disclosed a method 
as in claim 1. 

Rutherglen disclosed wherein a user accessing the web site 
is authorized prior to retrieval of the applet, (paragraph 0008, 
0030, and 0036) 
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Rutherglen and AAPA did not expressly disclose wherein the 
applet is signed, however, Wilson does disclose this limitation 
(page 5, first paragraph) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of these references since Wilson discloses that signing applets 
enables the user to determine whether the source of the applet 
can be trusted (page 5, first paragraph) . In view of these 
specific advantages and that the references are directed to 
communicating information between a client and a server, one of 
ordinary skill would have been motivated to combine these 
references and would have considered them to be analogous to one 
another based on their related fields of endeavor, which would 
lead one of ordinary skill to reasonably expect a successful 
combination of the teachings. 

Claim 13 is also rejected since claim 13 recites 
substantially the same limitations as recited in claim 3. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
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of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 571-272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9am-5 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Nathan Flynn, can be 
reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/George C. Neurauter, Jr./ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2143 



